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I ntroduction

Research into indoor environmental quality (IEQ) and its effects on health, comfort, and performance of occupantsis
becoming an increasing priority asinterest in high performance buildings and organizational productivity advances.
Facility managers are interested in IEQ'’ s close relationship to energy use in facilities and employers want to enhance
employee comfort and productivity, reduce absenteeism and health costs, and reduce or even eliminate litigation by
providing excellent indoor environments to employees. The increasing interest in thisfield as architects, engineers,
facility managers, building investors, health officias, jurists, and the public seek simple and genera guidelines on
creating safe, healthy, and comfortable indoor environment, has put additional pressure on the research community. In
the last twenty years, |EQ researchers have advanced our understanding of the influence of IEQ on health and
productivity, but many uncertainties remain. Consequently, thereisa critical need to expand research in thisfield,
particularly research that is highly multidisciplinary. In addition, thereis a strong need to better communicate knowledge
currently documented in research publications to building professionals in order to encourage implementation of designs
and practices that enhance health and productivity.

Againgt this background, the Indoor Health and Productivity (IHP) project aimsto develop afuller understanding of the
relationships between physical attributes of the workplace (e.g. thermal, lighting, ventilation, and air quality) in non-
residential and non-industrial buildings and the health and productivity of occupants. A particular emphasis of the IHP
project isto identify and communicate key research findings, with their practical and policy implications, to
policymakers, design practitioners, facility managers, construction and energy services companies, and building
investors.

The IHP project has a steering committee of sponsors and senior scientists. Advisory committees are al so established
for specific efforts. NIST provides an administrative role for some federally supported efforts, i.e., sponsors provide
money to NIST which then fundsthework. The preferred mode of operation of the IHP Project isto pool modest
amounts of support from multiple sponsors to achieve objectives, with projects selected by the IHP Steering Committee.
Additional information on the IHP Project is available at the project web site www.IHPCentral.org.

Objectives
The objective of this particular IHP project is to improve the communication of research findingsin the indoor health

and productivity areato scientists and building professionals (e.g. architects and engineers) and, thus, to help stimulate
implementation of existing knowledge.

! Please note that Workplace Productivity and Health project has been renamed as Indoor Health and Productivity project.
Consequently, Indoor Health and Productivity and IHP will be used in place of Workplace Productivity and Health and WPH
respectively throughout this report.



Methods

Task 1. Compilation of an IHP bibliography

Thefirgt task in the project was to substantially expand and improve a bibliography of IHP papers, to make this
bibliography publicly available on the web, and to add links on this web site to other related web sites. The papers were
identified by searching through PUbMED, which includes MedLINE and other databases of interest, and extracting the
relevant papers. Apart from PUbMED, a broader internet search also helped in adding some magazine and newspaper
articles to the IHP bibliography.

Task 2. Communication of key research findings

Under thistask, we selected five key IHP papers published in the last ten years or so, prepared paper summaries, and
arranged to have them published in ajourna widely read by architects and engineers. The criteriafor the selection of
the papers were that they should make important contributions towards a better understanding of the influence of IEQ on
indoor health and productivity and should provide valuable information for architects and engineers—the primary
intended audience for this project. The five papers were selected through a peer review process. To introduce this series
of papers, we also wrote an overview paper that describes the IHP project, explains how the subsequent papers were
selected, and identifies IHP knowledge gaps.

The accomplishment of thistask involved a series of stepsthat are described in greater detail below:

Sdlection of Peer Reviewers

The project started with a meeting of the IHP Steering Committee in Washington, DC in February 2001. The steering
committee members, based on their familiarity with the indoor health and productivity literature, nominated researchers
to the IHP Peer Review pandl. The IHP Peer Review panel was charged with the following responsibilities:

e Tohelp identify candidate papers which have been published in the last ten years.

e Torecommend five papers from the candidate list based on criteria to be devel oped by the IHP Steering
Committee.

e To help write ashort summary of the paper if one or more of the peer reviewers were authors or co-authors of the
final five papers selected after the review process.

The following group of international experts agreed to serve on the IHP peer review pane!:
Bill Cain, USA

Michadl Hodgson, USA
Jouni Jaakkola, Finland
Hal Levin, USA

Vivian Loftness, USA
Mark Mendell, USA

David Mudarri, USA

Jan Sundell, Denmark
Jennifer Veitch, Canada
Pawel Wargocki, Denmark
. JimWoods, USA

David Wyon, Denmark
Kay Kreiss, USA

Gary Raw, UK
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I dentifying Journal for Publishing Summaries of Selected Papers

We identified the ASHRAE Journal as the forum in which to publish summaries of the five papers. ASHRAE Journal
was chosen because of itswide circulation (approx. 30,000) and because its subscribers include architects, HVAC
designers, and facility managers — the intended audience for disseminating the findings of this research project. We
established an agreement with the editor of the ASHRAE Journal to publish the overview paper and paper summariesin
sequential issues during 2002.

Development of Evaluation Criteriafor Candidate Papers

Following the congtitution of the IHP Peer Review panel, the IHP Steering Committee devel oped the evaluation criteria
for the candidate and final papers. Each member of the peer reviewer committee was then asked to nominate two or
three research papers satisfying the criteria set forth by the IHP Steering Committee and to explain higher rationale for
the selection of each paper in a paragraph. To aid in the selection of candidate papers, seven candidate papers (with full
bibliographic information, abstract, and a paragraph explaining why they were included) were provided to peer
reviewers. The recommended criteriafor the selection of candidate papers, aswell as of thefinal five papers, are listed
below:

1. Relevancetothe IHP project
2. Importance or value of the finding
» Isthisan origina contribution not reported previoudy in other studies?
» Arethefindings generalizable to other situations/buildings?
* Isthe statistical analysisrigorous enough to instill confidence in the results?
»  How much control was exercised to identify/eliminate the confounding factors that could have affected the
conclusions of the study?
» How easy isit to incorporate the findings in general construction, O& M practice and/or in building standards?
»  Doesthe paper contain important new hypothesis or concepts that can help in better understanding or analyzing
thefield of IHP?
3. Quality/novelty of approach used in the study

Selection of the Five Papers

The previous exercise resulted in a pool of twenty-six candidate papers. Three candidate papers nominated by one
reviewer could not be included because the recommendations were not made on time. All the twenty nine candidate
papers aong with explanations provided by peer reviewersfor their selections, if provided, are included in Appendix A.
The peer reviewers were then sent a packet consisting of the following documents:

e Thefind list of candidate papers based on the nominations received from the reviewers. Thefina tally of twenty-
six papersincluded the seven papers that were nominated by the IHP Steering Committee. The explanation for
nominating the papers (if provided by the reviewer) was also included.

e Full text of dl the candidate papersto help the reviewersin selecting their top five recommendations.

To eliminate the appearance of conflict of interest, peer reviewers were not alowed to include their own papersin the
short list. Although not required, many reviewersincluded a brief explanation for selecting each paper. The IHP
Steering Committee made the final selection of five papers based on peer reviewers recommendations and thoughtful
comments explaining the rationale behind their decision. The thoughtful responses reflected the substantial time that
peer reviewers devoted to the effort.



Guidanceto Authorsfor Writing Summary Papers

Thefirst authors of the five selected papers were requested to write a short summary of their paper. They were aso
informed that the IHP steering committee reserved the right to request or make any changes necessary to satisfy the
requirements of the project. The following guidelines were provided to the authors to facilitate their task:

e The summary article was not to exceed ~1500 words and was to be turned in by November 1, 2001.

» Authorswere strongly encouraged to include simple graphical/visual elements (charts, tables, figures, etc.) to
convey key concepts or explain study findings. Use of research jargon not easily understood by the audience was
discouraged.

e Theintent of the summary papers was to convey the findings of the research to building professionals, especially
architects, engineers, and facility managersin an objective and balanced manner. Authors were encouraged to
convey the practical implications of their research in aform that the architects and engineers would find helpful in
designing better indoor environments. At the same time, authors were asked to explain any important weaknesses,
limitations, or uncertainties that may limit the applicability of the research findings.

* Inadiscussion, authors were encouraged to use this opportunity to briefly describe or reference subsequent research
that they or others may have conducted on the same topic, if such an expansion would be helpful for building
designers.

Four authors agreed to write the summary article for publication in ASHRAE journal. The summary for the remaining
paper (Milton et al.) was co-authored by two steering committee members and reviewed and approved by the first author
of the original paper.

Results

Task 1

The IHP bibliography was expanded from approximately 600 to 900 records, drawing primarily from approximately 100
leading national and international indoor environment and health journals and international conferences. A few of the
records represent articlesin newspapers and popular magazines. For approximately 720 of the cited papers, abstracts
are provided, within the bibliography. Most of the remaining citations refer to documents that do not have abstracts.
The online bibliography can be searched for an occurrence of aword in the Title, Authors, or Abstractsfield. Moreover,
users can aso find out if the article was published in a peer-reviewed journal, appeared in a conference proceeding, or in
amagazine. It can aso be searched by keywords or publication year. The updated bibliography aswell as the links can
be found at the IHP web site (www.IHPCentral.org]. Thelist of links added to the web site are included in Appendix C.

Task 2
Thefind five papers selected by the IHP Steering Committee are listed below.

a) Fisk WJ(2000). Health and productivity gains from better indoor environments and their relationship with building
energy efficiency. Annual Review of Energy and the Environment 25(1): pp. 537-566.

This paper summarizes many areas of research to provide a rationale for research and practice for better indoor
environmental quality. It trandates the science into a context in which practitioners may be motivated to read more,
understand the implications of their choices, and consider changing existing practices. The estimated potential
health and productivity gains from improved |EQ are of interest to designers who wish to convey to their clients the
importance of these factorsin decisions related to building environmental performance.


http://www.ihpcentral.org/

b)

<)

d)

Heschong Mahone Group (1999). Daylighting in schools: an investigation into the relationship between daylighting
and human performance. Report submitted to Pacific Gas & Electric.

This study relates a physical environmental parameter (daylighting) in schools to standardized test scores of
students (at atime when test scores are driving school budget decisions) and found significant results. While there
are some questions concerning the statistical methods and controls which need to be acknowledged, this study is
extremely provocative and could lead to increased interest in the relationship between environmental parameters
and school performance.

Milton DK, Glencross PM, Walters MD (2000). Risk of sick leave associated with outdoor ventilation level,
humidification, and building related complaints. Indoor Air, 10(4): pp. 212-21.

When selecting minimum ventilation rates, employers need to strike a balance between the well-recogni zed energy
costs of providing higher minimum ventilation rates and the expected, but less well quantified, health benefits from
higher rate of ventilation. The study suggests substantial reductionsin short term absence from increasing
ventilation rates above the minimum rates specified in current standards. These findings should be considered in
future revisions of the standard. Because building energy efficiency isimportant for environmental protection and
for the nation’s energy security, future research is needed to identify other less energy intensive methods of reducing
sick leave.

Seppanen OA, Fisk WJ, Mendell MJ(1999). Association of ventilation rates and CO, concentrations with health
and other human responsesin commercial and intitutional buildings. Indoor Air, 9(4): pp. 226-52.

While ventilation rates do not directly affect occupant health or perception outcomes, they affect indoor
environmental conditionsincluding air pollutant concentrations that, in turn, may modify the occupants’ health or
perceptions. The review aimsto provide a better scientific basis for setting health-related ventilation standards.
Because increases in ventilation may increase building energy consumption, research is also needed to identify
practical methods of decreasing minimum ventilation requirements by reducing indoor pollutant emissions or by
increasing the effectiveness of ventilation in controlling pollutant exposures.

Sieber WK, Staynor LT, Makin R, Petersen MR, Mendell MJ, Walligford KM, Crandall MS, Wilcox TG, Reed L
(1996). The National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health Indoor Environmental Evaluation Experience.
Part Three: Associations between environmental factors and self-reported health conditions. Applied Occupational
and Environmental Hygiene, 11(12): pp. 1387-92

This paper provides strong evidence of preventable building problems related to HVAC system cleanliness or
maintenance or to locating of outside air intakes near pollutant sources, that are likely to increase occupants  health
problems. Since building design and management is always driven by economic and time tradeoffs, it is extremely
valuable to study the relative importance of multiple factors on health conditions. The information in this paper,
particularly if replicated in future studies, should stimulate better HV AC design and maintenance.

Thefirst and the fourth paper in the above list received seven recommendations each, the fifth paper received six, and
the third one received five. The second paper tied with two other papers with four recommendations each but was
chosen by the IHP Steering Committee asit covered an indoor environment domain that was not already covered within

thefirst four papers. The steering committee members also believed that the subject matter addressed in the fifth paper
would be highly relevant to the intended audience.

The five summary papers were sent to ASHRAE during December, 2001 for publication in sequential issues of
ASHRAE Journd starting June 2002. The overview paper was sent to ASHRAE in early January, 2002 for publication

in May 2002 and will precede the five summary papers. Copies of the five summary papers along with the overview
paper are enclosed in Appendix B: Overview paper and summaries of the five short-listed papers of this report.



Summary

The IHP web site now contains a bibliography with citations for approximately 900 articles, and abstracts are provided
for more than half of the articles. The online bibliography can be searched for occurrence of aword in the title, authors,
or abstracts field or by keywords or publication year.

Five important IHP papers were selected by a peer review committee and short summaries of each article were written.
The overview summarizes the methodol ogy employed to select the five papers, briefly summarizes the message of each
paper, and discusses the practical implications for architects and engineers. In 2002, these summaries along with the
overview paper will be published in ASHRAE Journal, which has a circulation of approximately 30,000 readers,
primarily architects, HVAC engineers, and facility managers.
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Appendix A: List of Candidate Papers

Final List of Candidate Papers Nominated by Reviewers With Explanatory Text (if provided)

1

Apte MG, Fisk WJ, Daisey JM (2000). Associations between indoor CO2 concentrations and sick building
syndrome symptomsin U.S. office buildings: an analysis of the 1994-1996 BASE study data. Indoor Air 10(4): pp.
246-57 (nominated by Mark Mendell)

Explanation: Not provided

Boyce PR, Beckstead JW, Eklund NH, Strobel RW, and ReaMS (1997). Lighting the graveyard shift: The
influence of a daylight-simulating skylight on the task performance and mood of night-shift workers. Lighting
Resear ch and Technology, 29(3), pp. 105-134. (nominated by Jennifer VVeitch)

Explanation: | noted that | seem to be the only review panelist in the lighting domain, so | focused on papersin that
areato ensure that it gets some coverage.

Brunekreef B (1992). Associations between questionnaire reports of home dampness and childhood respiratory
symptoms. The Science of the Total Environment 127: pp. 78-89 (nominated by Jan Sundell)

Explanation: It isan early and well executed questionnaire study on dampness and health, from atime when
dampness was not well known as arisk factor for health effects.

Cooper K, Demby S, Hodgson M (1997). Moisture and lung disease: population-attributable risk calculations.
IAQ 97/Healthy Buildings. Design, Construction, and Operation of Healthy Buildings, 1: pp. 213-8
(nominated by Michael Hodgson)

Explanation: Not Although studies have consistently identified moisture problems in the home as a strong predictor
of symptoms, the strength of the association between moisture and symptoms, i.e., odds ratios or relative risks,
differed considerably. Inanumber of such studies, the association did not reach statistical significance. The paper
bel ow explores reasons for the inconsistency and documents that, as exposure assessment strategies improved, the
strength of the association improved, suggesting a causal relationship.

Ddes RE, Zwanenburg H, Burnett R, Franklin CA (1991). Respiratory health effects of home ""dampness'" and
molds among Canadian children. American Journal of Epidemiology 134: pp. 196-203 (nominated by Jan
Sundell)

Explanation: Even thisis an early large questionnaire study, which now belongsto the classic studies.
Fisk WJ (2000). Health and productivity gains from better indoor environments and their relationship with

building energy efficiency. Annual Review of Energy and the Environment 25(1): pp. 537-566 (nominated by
Mark Mendell and Vivian Loftness)



10.

11

Explanation: Not provided

Garrett MH, Hooper MA, Hooper BM (1996). Low levels of formaldehyde in residential homes and a correlation
with asthma and allergy in children. Proceedings of Indoor Air, 1: pp. 617-22 (nominated by David Mudarri)

Explanation: Evidence to date suggests that the respiratory effects of formaldehyde are limited to high levels of
exposure such asin occupational settings. However, this paper presents good evidence that a dose-response exists
for low level formaldehyde exposure and respiratory symptoms, and also for allergen sensitization and the onset of
asthma. Thisisan important finding in that formaldehyde is acommon ingredient in building materials and
furnishings. In addition, it has been unclear whether formaldehyde induces an immunol ogic/sensiti zation response
or anirritant responsein its association with asthma. Evidence in this paper suggests that formal dehyde may
potentiate the effects of allergen exposure.

Gyntelberg F, Suadicani P, Nidlsen JW, Skov, PS, Vabjarn O, Nielsen PA, Schneider T, Jargensen T, Wolkoff
PW, Wilkins CK, Gravesen S, and Norn S (1994). Dust and the Sick Building Syndrome. Proceedings of Indoor
Air, 4. pp. 223-38 (nominated by Pawel Wargocki)

Explanation: Thisis perhaps a best study exploring the importance of dust for SBS symptoms. It provides number
of interesting findings , hypotheses and suggestions for future studies.

Heschong L. Daylighting in schools: an investigation into the relationship between daylighting and human
performance. 1999 (nominated by IHP Steering Committee, Vivian Loftness, and James Woods)

Explanation: The association of lighting conditions with performance and learning is an area of much discussion;
however, very limited information has been available from work settings that are not unusually demanding of visual
performance. This study of daylighting in schoolsin two school districts found very largeincreasesin learning to
be associated with increased daylighting in schools, while controlling for some confounders. The study was one
that looked at the conveniently available data; therefore, the study has some weaknesses with respect to control for
confounding and characterization of lighting conditions. However, the results are provocative and not easily
dismissed. If even asignificant portion of the observed association turns out to be causal, the potential educational
benefits from more daylighting would be substantial. The report illustrates the need for further research in thisarea.

Hodgson MJ, Frohliger J, Permar E, Tidwell C, Traven ND, Olenchock SA, Karpf (1991). Symptoms and
microenvironmental measures in nonproblem buildings. Journal of Occupational M edicine, 33(4): pp. 527-33
(nominated by Michael Hodgson)

Explanation: Chamber studies have clearly documented that complex mixtures of volatile organic compounds may
cause mucosdl irritation in human subjects (Molhave, Wolkoff). The mechanism has been worked out, based on
quantitative structure activity relationships (Abraham, Alarie, Cain). The paper below was thefirst publication to
document that these effects, identified in experimental settings, are applicable to non-problem buildings and that the
effects are robust enough to consider population effects. VOCs were the single most important environmental
parameter predicting symptom development. It is the only paper suggesting a dose-response relationship in afield
study of non-problem buildings, suggesting that VOCs are in fact a major, broad issue.

Jaakkola JJK, Oie L, Hafstad P, Botten G, Samuelsen SO, Magnus P. Interior surface materialsin the home and
the devel opment of bronchial obstruction in young children in Odo, Norway. American Journal of Public Health



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

1999; 89(2): pp. 188-92 (nominated by IHP Steering Committee)

Explanation: This paper is one of three published recently by Jaakkola and his colleagues reporting an association
between interior surface materias, particularly those made from PV C or other plastics, and bronchia obstruction or
asthma symptoms. While further research is necessary to confirm these findings, this paper is nominated because it
has identified a potentially important risk factor that previoudy received minimal attention.

Mendell M. Non-specific Symptoms in Office Office Workers: A review and Summary of the Epidemiologic
Literature. Proceedings of Indoor Air, 3: pp. 27, ISSN 0905-6947 (nominated by Gary Raw)

Explanation: Not provided

Milton DK, Glencross PM, Walters MD (2000). Risk of sick |eave associated with outdoor ventilation level,
humidification, and building related complaints. Indoor Air, 10(4): pp. 212-21 (nominated by IHP Steering
Committee)

Explanation: This paper reports a strong association of higher estimated ventilation rates with alower rate of sick
leave from work. Although the ventilation rate characterization was imprecise, the paper is nominated because: 1) it
focuses on the sick |eave outcome which has received insufficient attention despite its health and economic
significance; 2) thefindings are of direct practical interest for engineers, architects, and employers.

Newsham GR and Veitch JA (2001). Lighting Quality recommendations for VDT offices: A new method of
derivation. Lighting Resear ch and Technology, 33(2): pp. 115-143 (nominated by Jennifer Veitch)

Explanation: | noted that | seem to be the only review panelist in the lighting domain, so | focused on papersin that
areato ensure that it gets some coverage.

Park JH, Gold DR, Spiegelman DL, Burge HA, Milton DK (2001). House dust endotoxin and wheeze in the first
year of life. American Jour nal of Respiratory Critical Care M edicine, 163(2): pp. 322-8 (nominated by Michael
Hodgson)

Explanation: Asthma and endotoxin: office workers are at risk for asthma, based on several data sets. The question
has long been whether this risk results from infections or moisture. The paper below strongly suggests that
environmental factorsincrease sensitization potential

Peat JK, Dickerson JL (1998). Effects of damp and mould in the home on respiratory health: a review of the
literature. Allergy: European Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology, 53: pp. 120-8 (nominated by IHP
Steering Committee)

Explanation: Over the last two decades, alarge number of studies have investigated the association of moisture and
mold problemsin residences with respiratory health. This paper provides arecent review of the state of knowledge
and shows that alarge mgjority of these studies have found an increased risk of wheeze, cough, and asthmawith
dampness and mold problems. Odds ratios, indicating the magnitude of increased risk, have generally been
between 1.5 and 3.5, and statistically significantly above unity in studies of considerable size. This paper in
nominated because of the importance of communicating the risks associated with the very commonly occurring
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

problem of moisturein buildings.

Raw GJ, Roys MS, Whitehead C (1993). Sck building syndrome: cleanlinessis next to healthiness. Proceedings
of Indoor Air, 3: pp. 237-245 (nominated by Gary Raw)

Explanation: Not provided

Seppanen OA, Fisk WJ, Mendell MJ (1999). Assaciation of ventilation rates and CO2 concentrations with health
and other human responsesin commercial and institutional buildings. Indoor Air, 9(4): pp. 226-52 (nominated by
IHP Steering Committee)

Explanation: Minimum ventilation requirements are an important policy issue for organizations responsible for
ventilation standards and guidelines. To date, these standards have had a weak scientific underpinning. Seppanen
et al (1999) redlized that the quantity and quality of scientific information on the relationship of ventilation rates
with health had increased in recent years and compl eted this new critical review of the state of knowledge. The
review helped usto realize that lower ventilation rates are significantly associated with increased health effectsin
the large mgjority of studies meeting study quality inclusion criteriaand that there is no evidence of athreshold
ventilation rate above which further increasesin ventilation rate are not beneficia. Thereview should serve asan
important source of new information for policy makers aswell as building designers and operators.

Sieber WK, Staynor LT, Mdkin R, Petersen MR, Mendell MJ, Walligford KM, Crandall MS, Wilcox TG, Reed L
(1996). The National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health Indoor Environmental Evaluation Experience.
Part Three: Associations between environmental factors and self-reported health conditions. Applied Occupational
and Environmental Hygiene, 11(12): pp. 1387-92 (nominated by IHP Steering Committee)

Explanation: Anecdotally, HVAC maintenance deficiencies and HV AC contamination have long been a suspected
risk factor for health symptoms. This paper, thefirst to explore this hypothesisin detail, found moderate to strong
associations of lower respiratory symptoms with a number of HV AC maintenance and cleanliness metrics.
Although the analyses did not control for confounding, except by age and gender, this paper is recommended
because it has broken new ground and should stimulate the necessary future research.

Skov P, Vabjarn O, DISG (1987). The "Sck" Building Syndrome in the Office Environment. Environment
International, 13: pp. 27 (nominated by Gary Raw)

Explanation: Not provided

Skulberg KR, Skyberg K, Kruse K, Huser PO, Levy F, Djupesland P (1999). Dust, Allergy and Health in Offices:
An Intervention Study on the Effect of Cleaning. Proceedings of Indoor Air, 1: pp. 92-3 (nominated by David
Mudarri)

Explanation: This paper reports a reduction in mucous membrane symptoms and nasa airway congestion from
intensive office cleaning relative to superficia cleaning in a controlled intervention study. This, combined with
similar findingsin arelated study from the same research using both subjective symptoms and acoustic rhinometry
measurements of the nasal passage, provide strong evidence of the health benefits associated with thorough
housekeeping practices.
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22. Sundell J(1994). On the Association Between Building Ventilation Characteristics, Some Indoor Environmental
Exposures, Some Allergic Manifestations, and Subjective Symptom Reports. Indoor Air, Suppl. 2: pp. 1-49
(nominated by Pawel Wargocki)

Explanation: Thisis an extensive paper summarizing large study in Sweden exploring different environmental
effects on SBS symptoms. Even though the study is relatively old (from the beginning of ninties), it still contains an
extremely interesting findings regarding e.g., the effects of dry air on perception of dryness and ventilation rate on
SBS symptoms.

23. Wargocki P, Wyon DP, Fanger PO (2000). Pollution Source Control and Ventilation Improve Health, Confort,
and Productivity. Proceedings of Cold Climate HVAC 2000, Sappar o, Japan; pp. 445-450 (nominated by IHP
Steering Committee and Vivian Loftness)

Explanation: This paper summarizes the results of three studies using a new laboratory-based research approach
pioneered at the Danish Technical University to study under controlled conditions the relationship of the indoor
environment with occupant perceptions, health symptoms, and performance. The research has found that removal
of a carpet taken from a complaint building or increasing the ventilation rate with the carpet present improve |IAQ
perceptions, decrease some symptoms, and increase task performance. This paper is nominated due to the
sgnificance of both the findings and the new research approach.

24. Wyon DP (1996). Indoor Environmental Effects on Productivity. Proceedings of IAQ ‘96: Pathsto Better
Building Environments, pp. 5-15 (nominated by Pawel Wargocki)

Explanation: Thisis a paper summarizing current (at 1996) knowledge of the effects of indoor environment on
productivity and suggesting plausible mechanisms. The value of the paper isvery high for IHP asit summarizesthe
data on the thermal effects of productivity.

25. Wyon DP (1993). Healthy Buildings and Their Impact on Productivity. Proceedings of Indoor Air '93, 6: pp. 3-
13 (nominated by David Wyon)

Explanation: It isareview of this and other evidence for an effect of heat stress on productivity. In 1993, there were
no published reports of an effect of IAQ on productivity, and thisis stated.

26. Wyon DP (1974). The Effects of Moderate Heat Stress on Typewriting Performance. Ergonomics, 17(3): pp. 309-
18 (nominated by David Wyon)

Explanation: Re-analyzed data obtained in the New Y ork State Commission experiments, and documents a sensitive
effect of very moderate heat stress on an important aspect of office work, obtained in quite long exposures and on
simulated work, i.e. in experiments which are in every way comparable to the experiments summarized in our
HB2000 paper.

The following three papers were nominated but did not make it to the list of candidate papers because it was
received after the deadline for sending nominations has el apsed.

27. Levin, H., (ed.) 1995. Workshop Proceedings: Indoor Environment and Productivity.” Atlanta: American Society of
Heating, Refrigerating, and Air Conditioning Engineers, Inc. (nominated by Hal Levin)
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28.

20.

Explanation: Not provided

Dolden, Mary E., and Robertson Ward, Jr., 1985." Proceedings, The Architectural Research Centers Consortium
Workshop on The Impact of the Work Environment on Productivity." Washington, DC: The Architectural Research
Centers Consortium, Inc. (nominated by Hal Levin)

Explanation: Not provided

Arnoff, Stan, and Audrey Kaplan, 1995. Total Workplace Performance; Rethinking the Office Environment.
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada: WDL Publications, PO Box 8457, Station T, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1G 3H8.
(nominated by Hal Levin)

Explanation: Not provided
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Appendix B: Overview paper and summaries of the five short-listed
papers

Relationships Between Indoor Environments and the Health and
Productivity of Workersin Non-residential, Non-industrial
Environments. A Review

December 27, 2001

Satish Kumar™ and William J Fisk*
“Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Washington, D.C.
“Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA

I ntroduction

Research into indoor environmental quality (IEQ) and its effects on health, comfort, and performance of occupantsis
becoming an increasing priority asinterest in high performance buildings and organizational productivity grows. Facility
managers are interested in IEQ's close rel ationship to energy usein facilities. Employers, by providing excellent indoor
environments, hope to enhance employee comfort and productivity, reduce absenteeism and health care costs, and
reduce risk of litigation. Theincreasing interest in this field has put additional pressure on the research community as
architects, engineers, facility managers, building investors, health officias, jurists, and the public seek practical
guidelines on creating a safe, healthy, and comfortable indoor environment.

Research on the relationships of 1EQ to the health, comfort, and productivity of occupants has advanced considerably
within the last decade. One of the primary goals of the Indoor Health and Productivity (IHP) Project isto communicate
the results of this research, currently reported primarily in research publications, to building professionals. Consequently,
the IHP project has worked with a peer review pane to select five key IHP papers and prepare summaries of these
papers for publication in ASHRAE Journal.

This article precedes those five summary articles, which will appear in the next five issues of thejournal. Thisarticle
summarizes the methodology employed to select the five papers, briefly summarizes the message of each paper, and
discusses the practical implications for architects and engineers.

More information about the objectives of the IHP project, results of research conducted under this project, and project
sponsors and partners can be found at www.| HPCentral .org] The web site also has an online bibliography of
approximately 900 papers on the topic of indoor health and productivity, drawn primarily from approximately 100
leading international journals and international conferences.
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M ethodology

The IHP Project has a Steering Committee representing the sponsors of the IHP project, asmall technical staff (the
authors of this article), and advisory committees established for specific tasks. For thistask, the IHP Steering
Committee developed criteriafor selecting the five papers, including the following: relevance to IHP godls; origindlity;
novelty; quality of research approach; and value of the paper to architects and engineers. The last of these criteriawas
considered most important. With input from the IHP technical staff, the Steering Committee also selected an
international panel of fourteen peer reviewers, who are highly respected scientists and engineers with knowledge of the
IHP field. The IHP technical staff nominated several papers and each peer reviewer nominated 2-3 papersresultingin a
pool of twenty-six candidate papers. All the candidate papers are listed in the References section. Each candidate paper
plus written justifications for the nominations were distributed to all peer reviewers. Each peer reviewer then selected
five papers from the 26 candidate papers. To avoid any conflict of interest, peer reviewers were requested not to include
their own papersin the short list. Finaly, the Steering Committee, seeking a broad portfolio, selected the final five
papers from the seven papers receiving the highest number of recommendations.

I dentifying Current Research Prioritiesand Knowledge Gapsin the [HP
Literature

To gaininsight into the current |EQ literature rated very highly by the peer review committee, al twenty-six candidate
papers submitted were classified based on the indoor environment variables being investigated (shown along the rowsin
Table 1) and on the associated health/productivity outcomes (shown along the columnsin Table 1). The numbersin each
cell of Table 1 refer to the candidate paperslisted in the reference list at the end of this article. The last row and the last
column show the total number of distinct papers appearing under each row and column.

Ventilation rate/CO2 concentrations, thermal conditions, and moisture or dampness were the |EQ factors investigated
most often in the pool of candidate papers. Among the health/productivity outcomes, sick building syndrome symptoms
were discussed in an overwhelming number of studies (18 out of 26) followed by evaluation of task performance, and
occurrence of allergy/asthma symptoms. Only two papers from the pool estimated economic gains from improvements
in health and productivity, and inclusion of both in the short list emphasized the importance of this topic and the need for
more research on these outcomes. Although eight studies discussed enhancement of task performance from improved
indoor environments, they focused on either component skills that represent a very small subset of the range of activities
performed by people in work environments or on performance metrics such as standardized test scores of school
students that cannot be used in many indoor environments. Very few studies have investigated the effects of indoor
environmental parameters on the overall productivity of non-industrial workers. The gapsin Table 1, where the peer
review committee identified no or very few top-rated papers, highlight areas of research need.



15

Table 1: Classification Scheme for Candidate Papersto Identify Research Trends and Knowledge Gapsin

the IHP Domain. The numbers within the table refer to specific papersin the reference section. The

numbers of the five selected papers are shown in bold type.

Health/Productivity Outcomes

(5}
N 3 S. | 2
|EQ Variabl =2 23 €3S B »
Q Variables _g o -g é g\ e § % (3 O
% e g © g < E_Q o= é %
SSE | BE |E §55| %« s | E
c ! Q -
fad | =2 3288 &5 LDl =
Ventilation Rate/CO2 (1, 12,18,
Concentrations 22, 23) (22) (13, 18) (23) (6,13) P
HVAC System
Characteristics (12,17,19) | (19 (6) 4p
Building material and
furnishings (12) (11) 2p
Volatile Organic
Compounds (10, 20, 22) (™ (6) 5p
M oistur e/dampness (34, 5, | (34 c
169) 5) (5,13 (6) 6p
Dust on surfaces (8 1517, (21) 4ap
21)
Daylighting/Lighting (10) (2,9, 14) (6) 5p
Thermal Conditions (20, 12, 20,
25, 26) (24, 25, 26) (6) P
Crowding (12) (13) (6) 3p
Total Papers 18p 8p 3p 8p 2p

3 ower respiratory symptoms such as cough, wheeze, tight chest, and difficulty breathing are included.

bExampl es include common cold, influenza— illnesses that may be responsible for some short-term sick leaves.

“These studies were conducted in home environment and were included as candidate papers because reviewers believed that the

findings of the papers may have some relevance to non-industrial work environment aswell.

Commentary on the short-listed papers

Of thefive final papers, one estimated potential health benefits and economic gains from practical improvementsin IEQ
(Fisk 2000), one investigated the relationships of daylighting with students' performance in schools (Heschong 1999),
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two (Milton et al. 2000; Seppanen et al. 1999) addressed the relationships of ventilation rate to the health of building
occupants, and the last paper reported associations between characteristics of HVAC systems and self-reported health
symptoms (Sieber et. al. 1996). All of these papers were published in the last five years.

Fisk (2000) summarizes available research on the mgjor indoor environment factors affecting human health and
productivity. For the U.S., this paper estimates that health effects experienced by millions of people annually could
be significantly reduced by improving IEQ, with associated annual economic benefits of tens of billions of dallars.
The paper indicates that improvements in lighting and thermal conditions may lead to additional, even larger,
productivity gains. The paper reviews the literature on the rel ationships of |EQ with communicable respiratory
disease, dlergies and asthma, and sick building syndrome symptoms and also briefly reviews the literature on the
relationships of thermal conditions and lighting with productivity. Since the design, construction, and operation of
buildingsis often driven by the desire to minimize costs, the economic estimates in this paper should be of great
interest to architects, engineers, facility managers, and employers.

The paper by Heschong (1999) relates a physical environmental parameter, daylighting in school classrooms, to
standardized test scores of students at a time when test scores are driving school budget decisions. The findings of
this study, ~ 20 percent larger increases in test scoresin classes with more daylighting, if replicated in future studies,
would provide acompelling case for increased daylight in classrooms.

Minimum ventilation requirements are of much interest to building engineers and operators and have been a
controversial topic within ASHRAE. To date, these minimum ventilation standards have had a limited scientific
underpinning. The papers by Seppanen et a. (1999) and Milton et al. (2000) help to consolidate and solidify the
scientific basis for the devel opment and refinement of ventilation standards. They are particularly useful in light
of current energy shortages and the renewed interest in reducing ventilation rates in buildings to save energy.
These papers indicate that higher ventilation rates will, on average, improve occupants’ health, reduce absence
from work, and improve perceived air quality. The papers provide considerable evidence of benefits from
increasing ventilation rates above those specified in ASHRAE Standard 62-1999 for offices.

HVAC maintenance deficiencies and HVAC contamination have long been suspected risk factors for health
symptoms, but the related scientific research has been quite limited. The paper by Sieber et al. (1996), based on a
study of complaint buildings, is one of the few indicating the importance of HVAC cleanliness and maintenance for
human health. The paper aso reported that pollutant sources located near outside air intakes increased the risk of
adverse hedlth effects. The analyses controlled for the effects of age and gender on health symptoms but the study
was not able to identify which HVAC cleanliness or maintenance conditions actually caused an increasein health
effects.

Taken together, these five papers increase the strength of available scientific evidence that IEQ substantially affects
health and productivity. Each of these studies had some limitations that will be discussed in the summary articles to be
published in the subsequent issues of thisjourna. While more research is clearly needed, the message to architects and
engineersisto pay attention to |EQ, in particular to assuring minimum ventilation rates, because numerous studies have
found that ventilation rates influence health, satisfaction with indoor air quality, or absence.
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Future Research

In the last twenty years, |EQ researchers have substantially advanced our understanding of links between enhanced
health and productivity and improved |EQ, but many uncertainties remain about the costs and benefits of specific
measures. Consequently, thereisacritical need for more research to quantify the relationships of |EQ to health and
productivity, define acceptable |EQ, and the best methods and costs of improving IEQ. The most effective research in
thisfield will be highly multidisciplinary, involving building engineers, physical scientists, health scientists, economists,
etc. In addition, we need research on how to best stimulate building professionals to use available scientific knowledge
to create healthful building environments.
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Health and Productivity Gainsfrom Better Indoor Environments

William Fisk
Staff Scientist and Department Head, Indoor Environment Department
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA

I ntroduction

Thisarticle, a summary of Fisk (20003, 2000b), estimates the nationwide improvementsin health and productivity
potentially attainable by providing better indoor environmental quality (IEQ) in U.S. buildings. Estimates include the
potential reductionsin three categories of health effects, the associated economic benefits, and the potential direct
improvements in productivity not mediated through health. Expected costs and benefits of improving IEQ are
compared, with a brief discussion of energy implications.

M ethods

Potential percentage reductionsin health effects from changes to buildings and |EQ were estimated from the results of
epidemiologic (i.e., population health) studiesthat identified risk factors for health effects and quantified the risks. For
example, many studies have found that the prevalences of respiratory symptoms associated with asthma are increased by
20% to 100% among occupants of houses with moisture problems, implying that elimination of these moisture problems
would diminish symptoms by 17% to 50% in these occupants [e.g., 20%/120%=17%)]. The degree to which these risk
factors could be reduced through practical measures was estimated from published data, using engineering judgements.
For example, it was considered technically feasible and practical, but not necessarily easy or inexpensive, to double
ventilation rates in offices or to improve prevention and expedite repair of water leaks in buildings. Consequently, the
“potential” reductionsin risk factorsin this paper are those considered both technically feasible and practical,
recognizing that implementation costs and other barriers will sometimes make these gains difficult to redlize.

To calculate health benefits, potential percentage reductions in health effects were multiplied by the size of the affected
population or by the number of health effects experienced. To estimate economic benefits, the percentage reductionsin
health effects were multiplied by the annual costs of the health effects. The costsinthe U.S. of acute respiratory
illnesses and of alergies and asthma were based on published estimates incorporating both direct health care costs and
indirect productivity costs (e.g., value of lost work). Estimating the costs of sick building syndrome (SBS) symptoms
was more difficult and produced more uncertain estimates. No comprehensive data were available on the costs of SBS-
related investigations, remediations, or litigation; however, three studies have measured small but statistically significant
decreases in worker performance linked to SBS symptoms. Therefore, the estimated cost of SBS symptoms was based
on these measured decreases in work performance (adjusted downward as explained in Fisk (2000a)) and on the
economic output of office workers, since SBS is most commonly reported for office workers.

A similar procedure was used to estimate the potential direct productivity gains from improved indoor temperature
control and better lighting quality. All estimates were adjusted to 1996 dollars and to the size of the U.S. population in
1996.
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Results

Acute Respiratory IlIness (ARI)

No high quality studies identified had investigated but failed to find alink between building characteristics and acute
respiratory illnesses (ARIs) such as influenza and common colds. Eight studies reported statistically significant 23% to
76% reductionsin ARIs among occupants of buildings with higher ventilation rates, reduced space sharing, reduced
occupant density, or irradiation of air with ultraviolet light. These changes to buildings or building use were considered
technically feasible and practical, given sufficient benefits. One study found a 35% reduction in short-term absence, a
surrogate for AR, in buildings with higher ventilation rates. Because some of these studies took placein unusual
building types, such as barracks and ajail, reductionsin ARIswere adjusted downwards, and ranged from 9% to 20%.
Multiplying this range by the annual cases of common colds and influenza resulted in an estimated 16 million to 37
million potentially avoided cases of common cold and influenza. Given the $70 billion annual cost of ARIs, the
associated potential productivity gains were $6 billion to $14 hillion.

Allergiesand Asthma

The scientific literature reports statisticaly significant links between prevalences of allergy and asthma symptoms and a
variety of changeable building characteristics or practices, including indoor alergen concentrations, moisture and mold
problems, pets, and tobacco smoking. The reported links between these risk factors and symptoms were often quite
strong. For example, parental smoking was typically associated with 20% to 40% increasesin asthma symptoms. In
numerous studies, mold or moisture problemsin residences were associated with 100% increases in lower respiratory
symptoms indicative of asthma. These moisture and mold problems are common; for example, about 20% of U.S.
houses have water |eaks. Based on these data, the estimated potential reduction in alergy and asthma symptoms from
improved IEQ was 8% to 25%, among alarge population -- 53 million with alergies and 16 million asthmatics. Given
the $15 hillion annual cost of allergies and asthma, the potential economic gains are $1 billion to $ 4 billion.

Sick Building Syndrome (SBS) Symptoms

SBS symptoms are acute symptoms, such as eye and nose irritation and headache, associated with occupancy in a
specific building, but not indicating a specific disease. Risk factorsfor SBS symptoms identified in many studies
include lower ventilation rates, presence of air conditioning, and higher indoor air temperatures. Increased chemical and
microbiological pollutantsin the air or on indoor surfaces, debris or moisture problemsin HVAC systems, more carpets
and fabrics, and less frequent vacuuming were risk factorsin a smaller number of studies. One large study suggests that
a10 cfm per person increase in ventilation rates would decrease preva ences of the most common SBS symptoms on
average by onethird. Practical measures could diminish al theserisk factors. Based on these data, the estimated
potential reduction in SBS symptoms was 20% to 50%. The affected populationisvery large—in asurvey of 100 U.S.
offices, 23% of office workers (64 million workers) frequently experienced two or more SBS symptoms at work. The
estimated productivity decrement caused by SBS symptoms in the office worker population was 2%, with an annual cost
of $60 billion. A 20-50% reduction in these symptoms, considered feasible and practical, would bring annual economic
benefits of $10 billion to $30 billion.

Direct Productivity Gains

Published literature documents direct linkages of worker performance with air temperatures and lighting conditions,
without apparent effects on worker health. Many but not all studiesindicate that small (few °C) differencesin
temperatures can influence workers' speed or accuracy by 2% to 20% in tasks such as typewriting, learning
performance, reading speed, multiplication speed, and word memory. Surveys have documented that indoor air
temperature is often poorly controlled, implying an opportunity to increase productivity. Wyon (1996) estimated that
providing + 3°C of individual temperature control would increase work performance by 3% to 7%. A smaller number of
studies have documented improvements in work performance with better lighting, with benefits most apparent for
visually demanding work. Increased daylighting was also linked in one study to improved student learning. Based on
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these studies and recognizing that performance of only some work tasksis likely to be sensitive to temperature and
lighting, the estimated potential direct productivity gain is 0.5% to 5%, with the factor of ten range reflecting the large
uncertainty. Considering only U.S. office workers, the corresponding annual productivity gain is $20 billion to $200
billion.

Benefitsand Costs of Improving Indoor Environments

Two example cal culations compared estimated productivity gains with costs for increasing ventilation rates and
increasing filter system efficiency. The benefit-to-cost ratios were 14 and 8, respectively. Milton et a. (2000) estimated
benefit-to-cost ratios of threeto six for the reduced absence obtained with increased ventilation, neglecting diminished
health care costs. For many other measures that increase productivity, we would expect similarly high benefit-to-cost
ratios. For example, preventing or repairing roof leaks should diminish the need for costly building repairsin addition to
reducing asthma symptoms. Some measures, such as removing pets from houses of asthmatics, have negligible financial
costs.

Productivity Gains and Energy Efficiency

In many non-industrial workplaces, the cost of workers' salaries and benefits exceeds energy costs by approximately a
factor of 100. Consequently, businesses should be strongly motivated to change building designs or operationsif these
changes improved worker performance by even a significant fraction of a percent or reduced sick leave by aday or more
per year. While employers may be tempted to neglect energy efficiency when seeking to improve health and
productivity, the most desirable measures or packages of measures are those that improve IEQ and simultaneoudly save
energy. Examples of such measures are provided in Fisk (2000a).

Summary

Table 1 summarizes the estimated potential health and productivity gains from improved IEQ. While uncertainty in the
magnitude of potentia gainsis high, even the lower bounds of the estimated benefits are very large from a societa
perspective.

Table 1. Estimated potential productivity gains from improvementsin indoor environments.

Sour ce of Productivity Gain Potential Annual Health Benefits Potential U.S. Annual
Savingsor Productivity
Gain (1996 $U.S))
Reduced respiratory illness 16 to 37 million avoided cases of common cold $6 - $14 hillion
or influenza
Reduced allergies and asthma 8% to 25% decrease in symptoms within53  $1 - $4 hillion
million alergy sufferersand 16 million
asthmatics
Reduced sick building syndrome  20% to 50% reduction in SBS health symptoms $10 - $30 hillion
symptoms experienced frequently at work by ~15 million
workers
Improved worker performance from Not gpplicable $20 - $160 billion

changesin thermal environment and
lighting
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Daylighting and Human Perfor mance

Heschong Mahone Group
Summary by Lisa Heschong

Background

Daylighting isthe practice of using natural light from the sun or sky to provide illumination in interior environments.
Fifty years ago practically al schools, and indeed, all workplaces used daylight as their primary illumination source.
With the advent of inexpensive electricity and widespread use of fluorescent lighting in the 1950s and 60s, states began
to abandon requirements for minimum daylight illumination requirements in their building codes. As energy costs
soared, starting with the energy crises of the 70s, the glazed areas of buildings came to be regarded by many as an
energy liability, seen asincreasing both heating and cooling loads. Since cooling loads typically dominate in non-
residential buildings, solar gain through windows became a driving concern. New buildings, no longer optimized for
daylight, were constructed with lower ceilings and lower skin to volume ratios, and older buildings were often retrofitted
with dropped ceilings, heavily tinted glass or insulating panels designed to reduce heat gain from windows. The net
result has been a dramatic reduction in the amount of daylight available in our schools and workplaces over the past half-
century.

Two forces are currently working to reverse thistrend. First, we have realized that when lighting electricity
consumption is considered along with heating and cooling as part of awhole building energy equation, daylighting
typically provides anet energy benefit. Daylight isintrinsically more efficient than any electric source because it
provides more lumens per unit of heat content. Therefore, if appropriate daylighting techniques are used to displace
electric illumination, the savings for both lighting and cooling can be dramatic.

Secondly, agrowing interest in the influence of indoor environments on health and productivity has resurrected interest
in the potential health and productivity benefits of daylighting. Reductionsin worker absenteeism, higher retail sales,
and better student health were associated with increasesin daylight in anecdotal reports; however, few formal scientific
studies have addressed the relationship of daylight with these outcomes. Accordingly, we have been studying the
association of increased daylight with student performance and retail sales. This summary article, describesthe
methodology and findings from our study in schools.

M ethodol ogy

We identified three large school districts that had arange of daylighting conditionsin their classrooms. We collected
test scores and demographic information for al second through fifth gradersin the digtricts, and classified their
classrooms for the amount and quality of daylight available. We choose to work with data on elementary school
children since they typically spend all year in one classroom. Thus, we could directly isolate the effects of that one
classroom. We also specificaly selected districts that had a number of classrooms lit from above with skylights or roof
monitors (“toplighting”). We reasoned that daylight provided through windows might have a number of complicating
factors, such as the quality of view, whereas daylight provided from above typically had fewer other qualities that might
influence results, thus we would be more likely to be looking at a pure “daylighting” effect.

The three districts were located in San Juan Capistrano, (Southern) Cadlifornia; Seettle, Washington; and Fort Collins,
Colorado. Thesethree digtricts have very different climates, different school building types, different curriculums and
different testing protocols. The digtricts also provided us with information about student demographic characteristics,
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specia school programs, size of schools, etc. We added information to these data sets about the physical conditions of
the classrooms to which these children were assigned. We reviewed architectural plans, agerial photographs and

mai ntenance records and visited a sample of the schools in each district to classify the daylighting conditionsin over
2000 classrooms. Each classroom was assigned a series of codes on a 0-5 scale indicating the size and tint of its
windows, the presence and type of any skylighting, and a daylighting code indicating the overall quality and quantity of
daylight expected. Ultimately the study analyzed test scores performance for 8000 to 9000 students per district. We
looked at both math and reading scoresin all three districts, and analyzed data from each district separately, aternately
using the holistic daylight code and the separate window and skylight codes, for atotal of twelve statistical models.

The Capistrano Unified School District proved to be our most interesting study site for a number of reasons. The
District administers standardized tests both in the fall and spring, allowing us to compare the change in students math
and reading test scores while they spent the year in one classroom environment. Because the District, likemost in
California, has a number of nearly identical portable classrooms at every elementary site, we were able to use these
portables as a standardized condition controlling for the influence of individual school sites or neighborhoods. We aso
collected additional information at this district about the HVAC and ventilation conditions of the classrooms, which was
also included in the statistical models used for data analyses.

Results

In Capistrano, using a regression equation that controlled for 50 other variables which might effect student performance,
such as socio-economic status, special programs and school size, we found that students with the most daylighting in
their classrooms progressed 20% faster on math tests and 26% on reading tests in one year than those with the least
daylight. Similarly, studentsin classrooms with the largest window areas were found to progress 15% faster in math and
23% faster in reading than those with the least window areas. Students that had a well-designed skylight in their room,
onethat diffused the daylight throughout the room and which allowed teachers to control the amount of daylight entering
the room, also improved 19-20% faster than those students without a skylight. Classrooms with a skylight that allowed
direct beam sunlight into the classroom and did not provide the teacher with away to control the amount of daylight
were actually seen to have a negative association with student performance. In addition, in three of the four Capistrano
models, the presence of an operable window in the classroom was a so seen to have a positive effect on student progress,
associated with 7-8% faster learning. In statistical analysis of thistype, variables of interest will sometimes be
associated with the outcome variable only by chance. However, statistical tests indicated that a probability of 1% or less
that the observed associations (of daylight and operable windows) to improved student performance was the result of
chance.



25

Table 1: Improvementsin Test Score (Fall to Spring in Capistrano School District) of Studentsin

Classroomswith Better Daylighting

Daylighting Conditions
in Classrooms

Per cent Average I mprovement
(Probability that Observed Association with
Improved Test Scoresisdueto Chance)

Reading

Math

Classrooms with most overall daylighting (from skylight and
windows) relative to classrooms with least overall daylighting

26% (0.1%)

20% (0.1%)

Classrooms with most window area compared to classrooms
with least window area

23% (0.1%)

15% (0.1%)

Skylight A (diffused illumination with manual operation for
controlling illumination level) relative to no skylight

19% (0.3%)

20% (0.1%)

Skylight B (direct illumination with no controls) relative to no
skylight

-21% (5.1%)

Operable windows, relative to classrooms without operable
windows

8% (0.4%)

7% (0.1%)

The Seattle and Fort Collins school districts administer only one standardized test at the end of the school year. Inthese
districts, the study used the final scores on math and reading tests at the end of the school year. We also had less
detailed information about the schools; thus, the statistical models used to analyze the data had only 20 variables. In
both of these districts we a so found improved test scores associated with increased daylighting. Studentsin classrooms
with the most window area or daylighting were found to have 7% to 18% higher scores on the standardized tests than
those with the least window area or daylighting. The analyses indicated that that probability that these associations were

chance associations was | ess than 1%.

Conclusions, Limitationsand Further Work

The three districts have different curricula and teaching styles, different school building designs, and very different
climates. And yet, the results of the studies show consistently positive associations of increased daylighting with
improved test scores with avery low probability that the associations are the result of chance. This consistency across
such diverse school environments persuasively argues that there is a valid and predictable effect of daylighting on
student performance or that some other unidentified factor consistently linked with daylighting improves student

performance.

There are aso important limitations that should be considered. The models used to analyze the data explained about
25% of the natural variation in student performance. Thus, the other 75% of unexplained variation might be purely
random or explained by other factors not included in our models, such as teacher quality, home life, hedth, nutrition,
individual talents and motivation, etc. There always remains the possibility that some other variable | eft out of the

equation isinfluencing results.
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Reviewers of the school study asked if “better” teachers were more likely to be assigned to the more daylight
classrooms, thusinfluencing the results. To answer this question, we collected additiona data about the teachersin our
Capistrano study that might be a measure of “better” teachers, such as years of experience, education level, and special
awards. We found that these teacher characteristics only explained 1.4% of the variation in the assignment to daylit
classrooms. Adding thisinformation about the teachersto the original analysis did not significantly change the daylight
effects in magnitude or significance, and only increased the models explanation of variation (R%) in student progress by
about 2%.

Finaly, these types of dtatistical studies show strength of association between variables, but cannot prove a causal
relationship, such as between daylight and improved human performance. Other types of studies are necessary to prove
acausa mechanism. Daylight is actually quite a complex phenomenon, involving variationsin the intensity, spectrum,
distribution, duration, and timing of light exposure. A number of potential mechanisms (alone or combined) that may
have been responsible for the positive association between daylight and improved performance of students are listed
below:

* Improved Vishility Due to Higher Illumination Levels
» Improved Visibility Due to Better Light Quality

*  Mental Simulation

e Improved Mood, Behavior or Well-being

A more exhaustive discussion on these issues can be found in the original report (Heschong Mahone Group, 1999).
The potentia energy savings from daylighting can be substantial. While twenty five percent of the existing non-
residentia building stock in the United Statesis amenable to side-lighting from perimeter windows, an additional sixty
percent could potentially be reached from above, via skylights or roof monitors. If the link between increased daylight
and improved human performance holds true with additional studies, it strongly suggests that we should act to reverse
our current building trends that are reducing the presence of daylight in the workplace.
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I ntroduction

When selecting minimum ventilation rates, employers need to strike a balance between the well-recognized energy costs
of providing higher minimum ventilation rates and the expected, but less well quantified, health benefits from higher rate
of ventilation. Thisisasummary of the paper by Milton et a. (2000) that found low employee sick |leave associated
with high ventilation ratesin a set of buildings located in Massachusetts. A simple cost-benefit analysisis also
presented.

M ethodology

As part of an evaluation of occupational and environmental health programs at Polaroid Corporation, the authors
analyzed the sick leave records of 3720 hourly workersfor calendar year 1994. The study population worked in 115
independently-ventilated work areas located within 40 buildings. Because an analysis of total sick leave was dominated
by the extended periods of |eave of a small number of workers, a second analysis considered only short-term sick leave.
Sick leave data were determined from time cards. Corporate records were used to identify the personal and job
characterigtics of each worker (e.g., age, gender, work shift, years of employment, work location), to determine building
characterigtics (e.g., presence of humidification), and to determine if occupants of each space had filed aformal 1AQ
complaint within the past three years.

Anindustrial hygienist rated different work areas as having either “moderate” ventilation (~25 cfm/person) or “high”
ventilation (~50 cfm/person) based on his knowledge of the ventilation systems and on average end-of-day CO,
measurements. Ventilation rates were estimated from CO, measurements based on a steady state mass balance
calculation. Although there are several sources of errors when ventilation rates are estimated from CO, data, this
approach does enable the identification of two sets of work areas with clearly different average ventilation rates.

A datigtical analysis technique, called Poisson regression, was employed to analyze the relationship of sick leave with
ventilation rate category. . The analysis controlled for potential confounding by age, gender, seniority, hours of non-
illness absence, work shift, ethnicity, crowding, and type of job (office, technical, or manufacturing worker) by including
demographic variablesin the regression equations. Crowding was defined as less than 100 ft* per employee. To
eliminate the possibility of uncontrolled confounding of sick leave by occupationa factors, a separate analysis
considered only 636 office workers.
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The average cost of outside air ventilation in the buildings that were studied was based on estimates of Polaroid
Corporation staff as $3.22/cfm per person per yesr.

Results

Ventilation was rated as “moderate’ in areas occupied by 17.5% of workers and high for the remaining workers.
Humidification was provided to the spaces occupied by 90% of workers. Smoking was not permitted inside any
building.

Higher total and short-term sick leave rates were associated with moderate ventilation rate (relative to high
ventilation rate) and with humidification. Complaint areas were associated with increased short-term sick leave but
not with increased total sick leave. Crowded areas tended to have lower sick leaverates. Key results are
summarized in Table 1.

Lower ventilation rate was associated with a+130% greater rate of total sick leave, with 95% confidence limits of +54%
to +244%. These resultsimply that 57% of total sick leave in the population with alower ventilation rate (~ 5 days per
year) was attributable to lower ventilation rate. Humidification was associated with a +96% greater rate of total sick
leave, with 95% confidence limits of +25% to +208%. However, results of analyses of total sick leave are dominated by
asmall number of outliers; hence, the analyses of short-term sick leave among office workers may be more informative.

For the analyses of office workers, the power to examine the effects of humidification was low; therefore, data from the
36 office workers in non-humidified areas was excluded. In the resulting population, with approximately an equal
number of employeesin moderate and high ventilation spaces, lower ventilation rate was associated with a +53% greater
rate of short-term total sick leave, with 95% confidence limits of +229% to +92%. These resultsimply that 35% of short
term sick leave in the office worker population with the lower ventilation rate (~ 1.5 days per person per year) was
attributable to lower ventilation. Complaint area status was associated with a +52% greater short-term total sick leave
rate, with 95% confidence limits of +18% to +97%.

Table 1. Association of suspected risk factorswith sick leave.

Risk Factor Per cent Change (95% Confidence Limits)
Total Sick Leave Short-Term Sick Leave
Within Hourly Workers Within Office Workers
Lower ventilation rate +130% (+54% to + 244%) + 53% (+22% to +92%)
Humidification +96% (+25% to +208%) Not analyzed
Complaint area No association +52% (+18% to +97%)
Crowding -46% (-39% to — 76%) Not analyzed

An economic analysis (Table 2), assuming that the association observed was causal, indicated that the annual cost of
increasing ventilation rates by 25 cfm per person ($80 per employee) would be easily offset by the savings from reduced
sick leave ($480 per employees), for a net savings of $400/employee per year. Assuming that the 93.5 million full-time
workersin the US are being provided the currently recommended ventilation rates (~ 20 cfm per occupant for offices),
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and applying these results, the estimated lost productivity would be $23 billion, and $15 billion in net savings per year
could be obtained by doubling ventilation rates.

Table 2: Potential Economic Costs and Benefits of Increasing Ventilation Rate By 25 cfm per Person

Outcome Annual Cogt (Saving) per Employee*
Ventilation Energy Costs

25 cfm/ workers x $3.22/cfm/year $30

Sick Leave Costs

Sick Leave avoided (1.50 days per workers) ($480)

Net Savings ($400)

" Assumes hourly compensation of $40.

Discussion and Limitations

There are two likely mechanisms for a causal association of increased sick leave with lower ventilation rate and
humidification: 1) irritant and alergic reactions to pollutants that decrease with ventilation and increase with
humidification; and 2) increased respiratory illness due to either airborne spread of infection or an increasein
susceptibility. This study cannot confirm either mechanism; however, the results more strongly support the second
mechanism because controlling for complaints did not reduce the association of sick leave with either lower ventilation
rate or humidification. A few prior studies have found lower prevalences of respiratory illnesses with higher ventilation
rates and many prior studies have found that that higher ventilation rates are associated with areduction inirritant and
alergic-like health symptoms (Seppanen et al. 1999).

The method used to estimate ventilation rates (CO, data and expert judgment) is one of the limitations of this study.
While thereislittle doubt that that the “high” ventilation rate spaces in this study have a higher average ventilation rate
than the “moderate” ventilation rate spaces, the average ventilation rates presented are rather rough estimates.

Confirmation of these study resultsin a study with better ventilation rate measurementsis highly desirable. An
experimental study, i.e. one that modifies ventilation rates, would be stronger than another observational or cross
sectional study. Objective tests to confirm respiratory infections are recommended to el ucidate the underlying
mechanisms.

Practical Implications

This study shows that the energy cost of providing additional ventilation may be more than offset by the savings that
result from reduced sick leave. The study suggests substantial benefits from increasing ventilation rates above the
minimum rates specified for officesin ASHRAE Standard 62-1999 “Ventilation for Acceptable Indoor Air Quality”
(ASHRAE 1999). Thesefindings should be considered in future revisions of the standard. Because building energy
efficiency isimportant for environmental protection and for the nation’s energy security, future research is needed to
identify other less energy intensive methods of reducing sick leave.
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I ntroduction

This article summarizes the review by Seppénen et al. (1999) of current literature on the relationship of ventilation rates
and carbon dioxide concentrationsin non-residential and non-industria buildings (primarily offices) with the health of
the building’ s occupants and with the occupants perceptions of indoor air quality (IAQ). While ventilation rates do not
directly affect occupant health or perception outcomes, they affect indoor environmental conditionsincluding air
pollutant concentrations that, in turn, may modify the occupants' health or perceptions. The review aimsto provide a
better scientific basis for setting health-related ventilation standards. Space congtraints prohibit a detailed description of
both ventilation rate and carbon dioxide concentration studies; therefore, this summary focuses primarily on the
ventilation rate studies.

M ethodol ogy

The review considered the following three human responses due to their widespread occurrence and potentially great
economic impact: (1) communicable respiratory illnesses such as common colds and influenza; (2) sick building
syndrome (SBS) symptoms such as eye, nose and throat irritation, headache, tight chest, and wheeze, which decrease
when the individual leaves the building; and (3) perceived unacceptability or poor quality of air.

The review included almost 30,000 subjectsin 20 ventilation rate studies, and more than 350 buildings. Most studies
included male and femal e office workers, but some studies were performed with specia groups: army trainees, elderly
people in anursing home, inmatesin ajail, pupilsin schools, and hospital personnel.

Two types of field studieswere included in the review. In cross-sectional studies, data on health (or perceived IAQ)
outcomes, ventilation rates, and other relevant factors that may influence health or perceived |AQ were collected from
multiple buildings or building spaces and analyzed with statistical models. A major weakness of this study design isthat
many factors other than ventilation rate, which vary among the buildings, may influence the health outcomes,
confounding the association of ventilation rate with the health outcome. The criteriafor including cross-sectiona studies
inthe review were: (1) at least three buildings or ventilation zones, (2) statistical analysis of results, and (3) control in
the gtatistical analyses for confounding by personal factors such as gender. Many of these studies also controlled for
potential confounding by some job, building, and indoor environmental factors.

The second major type of study is an experimental or intervention study. In one or more buildings or spaces, the
ventilation rate was set sequentially at two or more values and the health outcomes were recorded at each ventilation
rate. Much of the potential confounding was eliminated with this type of study; for example, personal, job, and most
building characteristics are unchanged when ventilation rates are modified. Some residual confounding may occur due
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to parameters that may change which may vary among the experimental periods, such asindoor temperature. The
review included only experimental studies that met study quality criteria, as described in the original paper.

Asaprimary indicator of the magnitude of ventilation rate, this review used outdoor air flow rate per person (cfm per
person). Thiswasthe most commonly reported ventilation rate metric in the reviewed studies, and the metric often used
in codes and standards. In many studies, only the rate of mechanical outside air supply was measured, thus, the
measurements did not account for additional ventilation caused by air infiltration.

Many studies assessed the association of ventilation rates with multiple health or perception outcomes (e.g, influenza
and also total respiratory illness) or performed multiple analyses using different categories of ventilation rates or
different subsets of study data. Consequently, many studies provided multiple “ assessments’ of the associations of
ventilation rates with human outcomes. Therefore, in the subsequent discussion we often refer to assessments.

Studies used statistical models to quantify the strength and statistical significance of the associations between ventilation
rates and health outcomes. Asameasure of strength of associations, we use the percentage change in the preval ence of
the health outcome estimated from results presented within the original papers. When we use the term “statistically
significant”, it means that there is aless than 5% probability that the reported association between ventilation rate and a
health outcome is the result of chance.

Results

Communicablerespiratory illnesses and ventilation rates

Only three studies of communicable respiratory illnesses were included in the review. These studiestook placein a
military barracks, anursing home, and ajail. All found atatistically significant increase in the prevalence of illnessin
the group with alower ventilation rate. The percentage increasesin respiratory illnesswith alower ventilation rate
varied between 50% and 120%, with one outlier of 370%. A fourth study within a set of office buildingsfound a
statistically significant 53% increase in short-term absence with lower ventilation rates. Short-term absence may be a
surrogate for communicable respiratory illness.

SBS symptoms and ventilation rates

Twenty of 27 assessments found a statistically significant increase in the prevalence of one or more types of SBS
symptoms as ventilation rates decreased. Sixteen of these assessments found a statistically significant increase in the
prevalence of more than half of the reported types of SBS symptoms. The results of several studies suggested that
therisk of SBS symptoms continues to decrease as ventilation rates increase above 20 cfm per person, the minimum
rate for officesin ASHRAE Standard 62-1999. However, the benefits of increasing ventilation rates above 20 cfm
per person were less consistent than the benefits of increasing ventilation rate up to 20 cfm per person. The
percentage increase in SBS symptoms with lower ventilation rates varied widely. In 9 assessments, the prevalence of
at least one symptom increased by more than 80%. The results of one of the largest studies implies that, on average,
a 10 cfm per person increase in ventilation rate would reduce the prevalences of the most common SBS symptoms by
more than one third.

Three assessments found a significant increase in the prevalence of SBS symptoms with increases in ventilation rate.
Each of these studies took place during winter in acold dry climate. We hypothesize that the very low indoor humidities
that occur with high ventilation ratesin such climates may have caused the increase in symptoms.



Percelved |AQ and ventilation rates

Seven of eight studies found a statistically significant worsening in perceived |AQ as ventilation rates decreased, while
one study had the opposite finding.

Carbon Dioxide Studies

The review included 21 carbon dioxide concentration studies involving more than 30,000 subjectsin over 400 buildings.
Over haf of the assessments found that a higher CO, concentration was significantly associated with aworsening of at
least one outcome, generally SBS symptom prevalence or perceived air quality. Assuch, the results of the studies on the
association of CO, concentrations with health and perceived | AQ outcomes support the findings of an association of
ventilation rates with outcomes.

Discussion and L imitations

Thisreview provides persuasive evidence that health and percelved air quality will usually improve with increased
outside air ventilation. The full paper examines severa potential sources of bias, but identified none likely to explain the
overdl findings. Nevertheless, there are several important limitationsin the current data and associated knowledge.
Most studies were performed in Europe and most were in office buildings. Very few studies have been performed in hot
humid climates. Relatively few studies of communicable respiratory illness have been reported. The benefits of
increasing ventilation rates above 20 c¢fm per person are less certain than the benefits of increasing ventilation rates up to
20 cfm per occupant. Existing data do not indicate whether outside air supply per person or per unit floor areais more
strongly associated with health and perceived IAQ. Finaly, the reasons for improved health and perceived air quality
with increased ventilation are uncertain.

Practical |mplications

The available dataindicate that occupant health and perceived |AQ will usually be improved by avoiding ventilation
rates below 20 cfm per occupant and indicate that further improvementsin health and perceived IAQ will sometimes
result from higher ventilation rates up to 40 c¢fm per person. These findings are relatively consistent for office buildings
located in cold or moderate climates, but less certain for other building types and climates.

The limitationsin the existing data point to several research needs. Some of the pressing needsinclude research on the
benefits of increasing ventilation rates above 20 cfm per occupant, research involving schools and retail buildings, and
research within hot humid climates. Because increasesin ventilation may increase building energy consumption,
research is also needed to identify practical methods of decreasing minimum ventilation requirements by reducing
indoor pollutant emissions or by increasing the effectiveness of ventilation in controlling pollutant exposures.
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I ntroduction

In recent years, the increasing numbers of health complaints among workers in indoor, nonindustrial environments have
prompted research to identify factors associated with these health complaints. This paper briefly summarizes a study ,
based on surveysincluding 2,435 workersin 80 complaint office buildings, of the associations between HVAC design
and maintenance characteristics or building maintenance characteristics and work-related lower respiratory symptoms,
allergic symptoms, and asthma devel opment.

M ethods

Study data were collected in the Health Hazard Evaluations (HHE) program of the U.S. National Institute for
Occupationa Safety and Health (NIOSH). Following publicity from an October 1992 national television news
broadcast, NIOSH received numerous requests for HHES in indoor work environments. Limited resources of the HHE
program allowed evaluations of 160 buildings, selected systematically from 500 requests received by February, 1993.
The primary evaluation areatypically was afloor or section of the building of primary concern to the evaluation
requesters. The environmental evaluation consisted of an observational walk-through survey, with completion of
information checklists regarding the entire building, the evaluation area, and the components of the heating, ventilation,
and air conditioning (HVAC) systems. In addition, health questionnaires were completed by all occupants present in the
evaluation area of the building on the day of the survey. All symptom data were self-reported. All evaluations were
conducted between April and July 1993. This analysisincludes data from the 80 office buildings, of 105 office buildings
evaluated, for which complete, correctly collected data were available.

Among the 2,435 respondents providing health questionnaire data, 814 (34%) were male, 1,607 (66%) were female, and
1,304 (54%) were non-smokers. Respondents ranged in age from less than 20 yearsto over 60 years. Overal, they had
worked a median of four yearsin the office building, although this time varied between less than ayear to 35 years.

A “work-related symptom” was defined as one reported at least once per week in the previous four weeks and which
improved when the empl oyee was away from the work site. Two symptom groups were defined. The “multiple lower
respiratory symptom” group required having at least three of the following work-related symptoms: shortness of breath,
cough, chest tightness, and wheezing. The “multiple alergic symptom” group required al three of the following:
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sneezing, eye irritation, and stuffy/runny nose/nasal congestion. Diagnosis of asthma by a physician after the respondent
began work in the building was &l so determined.

Certain HVAC and building characterigtics, e.g., poor drainage from coil drain pans, as noted on checklists by NIOSH
staff during walk-through surveys, were considered potential risk factors or protective factors for health outcomes.
These HVAC and building characteristics were included as variablesin statistical analysis models. This summary
discusses variables related to HVAC system design, HVAC maintenance, and building maintenance.

The statistical models determined the strength and statistical uncertainty of associations between health outcomes and
the building and HVAC characteristics. The models calculate values of relativerisk (RR). The RR representsthe
magnitude of the increase (or decrease) in the prevalence of a health outcome among occupants of buildings with
particular HVAC or building characteristics, relative to the prevalence of the health outcome in buildings without that
HVAC or building characteristic. The models produced values of RR adjusted for the effects of age and gender. As
examples, aRR of 1.5 indicates that the prevalence of the health outcome isincreased by 50% in buildings with the risk
factor, while aRR of 0.7 indicates that the prevalence of the health outcome is decreased by 30% in buildings with the
risk (or protection) factor. To convey results using familiar terminology, results are presented as percent increases or
percent decreases in prevalence of health outcomes.

Suspected risk (or protection) factors will sometimes be associated by chance with increased or decreased hedlth
outcomes in the sample included in the study (in this case, 80 office buildings), despite the absence of an association in
the larger population (in this case, al office buildings). Consequently, the statistical models that calculated values of RR
also calculated the probabilities that the observed associations were merely chance associations. The results presented in
Table 1 include only increases or decreasesin health outcomes that have a 10% or smaller probability of being the result
of chance (denoted by p < 0.10). For most of these results there is a 5% or smaller probability that the increase or
decrease in the health outcome is due to chance (p < 0.05).

Results

The percentage increases or decreases in health outcomes, adjusted for age and gender, are shown in Table 1.

Lower respiratory symptoms

Fifteen HVAC variables hypothesized to be risk factors were associated (p < 0.10) with 60% to 210% increasesin
prevalence of lower respiratory symptoms. Most of these HVAC conditions were indicators of debris, moisture, or other
pollutant sources within 25 feet of the outside air intake of the HVAC system or within the HVAC system. Thetwo
HVAC conditions most strongly associated with increased lower respiratory symptoms were debrisin the outside air
intake and poor or no drainage from the cooling coil drain pan. Three building maintenance variables were associated

(p < 0.10) with areduced prevalence of lower respiratory symptoms: daily vacuuming; application of interior pesticides;
and monthly floor stripping and waxing.

Allergic symptoms

One HVAC design variable, presence of a cooling tower, was associated (p < 0.10) with a 70% reduction in alergic
symptoms. Three HV AC maintenance variables (no test and balance report, poor HVAC cleanliness, air ductwork
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never cleaned) and two building maintenance variables (daily surface dusting, application of interior pesticides) were
associated (p < 0.10) with 30% to 80% increasesin allergic symptoms.

Asthma diagnosed after beginning work in the building

Two HVAC maintenance variables (dirty filters, debrisin outside air intake) and one building maintenance variable
(recent renovation including new drywall) were associated (p < 0.10) with 100% to 150% increases in asthma diagnosed
after beginning work in the building. Three variables (ductwork never cleaned, daily surface cleaning with solution,
daily surface dusting) were associated with a decrease in asthma diagnosed after beginning work in the building.

Discussions

Limitations

When considering the results of this study, it isimportant to remember that an association does not prove causation and
that some of the reported associations are still likely to be chance associations, e.g., if one performs 100 statistical tests,
ten chance associations with p < 0.1 would be expected. In fact, some of the findings are contrary to expectations. For
example, it seems unlikely that a renovation including new drywall within the last three weeks could cause an increasein
asthma diagnosis, since medical examinations and diagnoses for asthma would usually take more than three weeks.
Some findings are apparently contradictory, e.g., air ductwork never cleaned is associated with an 80% increasein
allergy symptoms and a 40% decrease in asthma diagnosis, an apparently contradictory set of findings since alergy
underlies most cases of asthma.

Another limitation is that the analyses did not account for correlation among risk factors. Many of the risk factorsin this
analysis existed in combination with multiple other risk factors, asis commonly found in investigations of complaint
buildings. For example, in the 19 buildings with no scheduled air handler inspections, lack of cleanlinessin the HVAC
system was noted in 17 buildings, problems with the particulate filtration system were noted in 14 buildings, testing and
balancing reports were not available in seven buildings, and the air ductwork had never been cleaned in six buildings. A
health outcome that is statistically associated with one risk factor may actually be caused by another associated risk
factor.

Since this study included only office buildings where environmental evaluations have been requested, the buildings may
not accurately represent office buildings asawhole. Other limitations are mentioned in the papers on which this
summary is based™?.

I nter pretation of results

Despite these limitations, this study identified many suspected risk (or protection) factorsand it is unlikely that such a
large number of relatively strong associations are the result of chance. The findings of this study suggest that adverse
health outcomes among building occupants may be reduced through improvementsin HVAC system design and
maintenance and by maintaining outside air intakes distant from potential pollutant sources. Consequently, the overall
results of this study provide support for the implementation of available guidelines for maintenance and design of
HVAC systems® Theimplications for building maintenance are less clear because several of the building maintenance
variables are associated with both decreases and increases in health outcomes. The most consistent findings were for
daily surface cleaning with solution and for daily vacuuming, which were suggested as being health protective.
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Table 1. Increases and decreasesin health outcomes associated with variables of HVAC design
and maintenance and building maintenance. Thetablelistsonly increasesor decreasesin health
outcomesthat have a 10% or smaller probability of being chance findings. When thereisa 5%
or smaller probability that theincrease or decrease in the health outcomeisa chance finding, the
increase or decreaseisshown in bold type.

Category Variable Increasein Increasein Increasein Asthma
Multiple L ower Multiple Diagnosed after
Respiratory Allergic Beginning Work in
Symptoms Symptoms Buildings
HVAC Outdoor air intake within 25 ft. of :
Design Standing water +130%
Exhaust vents +140%
Sanitary vents +120%
Cooling tower -70%
Vehicletraffic +80%
Trash dumpster +110%
HVAC No scheduled air handler inspection +100%
M aintenance [No testing and balancing report +80%
available
Particulatefiltration system:
Filters not secure in place +120%
Dirty filters +90% +100%
HVAC cleanliness +80% +30%
HVAC condition:
Debrisinside air intake +210% +100%
Residue/dirt in drain pans +60%
Poor or no drainage from pans +200%
Dirty ductwork +110%
Presence of moisturein HVAC system +120%
Air ductwork never cleaned +180% +80% -40%
Building Daily surface cleaning with solution -50%
Maintenance [Daily vacuuming -50%
Daily surface dusting -40% +30% -50%
Interior pesticides have been applied -50% +50%
Floor stripping and waxing done -60%
monthly
Renovation including installation of +150%

new drywall within last three weeks

" Any of 10 conditionsin the HVAC system: dusty air handler, dirty sound liner, presence of debrisinside air intake,
moist sound liner, dirty coils, residue/dirt in drain pans, poor/no drainage from drain pans, dirty or mist ductwork, or
dirty duct liner.
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Appendix C: List of LinksAdded tothelHP Web Site

This page lists the links to other resources on the internet that are relevant to the IHP project. It is broken down into
different categoriesfor easy navigation and can also be accessed at www.|HPCentral.org. Thisisadynamic list that will
grow in future as more resources will be added.

Publications (Jour nals, Confer ences, Publishing Houses)

. American College of Occupational Environmental Medicine

*  American Journal of Health Promotion
* Business and Health Magazine,
. nternational Journal of Productivity & Quality Research|

. nternational Journal of Indoor Air Qualitx and Climar[eLI

. nternational Society of Indoor Air Quality and Climate

»  Pournal Titles, and Abbreviations
e Nationa Library of Medicin ntrez-PubM ed
e Dn-Line version of the ILO's Encyclopedia of Occupational Health and Safety|

Organizations (Public and Private)

+ |Aeias, Better Hedlth through Indoor Air Quality Awareness|
» Aerotech Laboratories, Inc.

e Air Infiltration and Ventilati‘on Centrel

* KAmerican L ung Association (indoor air pollution in the officell

* American Industria Hygiene Association (AIHA

. Envi ronmental Protection Agency'sIAQ hom@@e|

. F|ealth Enhancement Research Organizati on|

«  JAQ homepage for Environmental Health Center/National Safety Council|
o | EQ Strategies
«  National Ingtitute for Occupational Safety and Health|
* Nationd Liahtina Bureau|
» Dffice Productivity Network in the United Kingdom|

»  Workplace Productivity Consortium|

Research Centers

. Eenter for Environmental Design R%archl
. Eenter for Building Performance and Diaqnostics|

. Danish Building and Urban Research Hom@gel

. awrence Berkeley National Laboratory - Indoor Environment Department

. [iqhti ng Research Office Home Paqe|



http://www.acoem.org/
http://www.healthpromotionjournal.com/
http://www.businessandhealth.com/
http://www.uwasa.fi/icpqr99/ijpqm.html
http://journals.munksgaard.dk/indoorair
http://www.isiaq.org/
http://www.library.ubc.ca/scieng/coden.html
http://www4.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/PubMed
http://www.ilocis.org/
http://www.aerias.org/
http://www.aerotechlabs.com/
http://www.aivc.org/
http://www.lungusa.org/air/envindoorpro.html
http://www.aiha.org/
http://www.epa.gov/iaq/
http://www.the-hero.org/
http://www.nsc.org/ehc/airqual.htm
http://www.cutter.com/ieqs/
http://www.cdc.gov/niosh/iaqpg.html
http://www.nlb.org/publications
http://www.officeproductivity.co.uk/
http://www.wpconsortium.org/
http://www-archfp.ced.berkeley.edu/cedr
http://www.arc.cmu.edu/cbpd
http://www.sbi.dk/english/http://www.sbi.dk/english
http://eetd.lbl.gov/IED/IED.html
http://www.lightingresearchoffice.org/
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